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that do exist is Dahlrnann's Politik, which, however, is
more than fifty years out of date. But the proper syste-
matic study of Political Science, such as was perhaps
contemplated by Bluntschli, is still hampered by the
consequences of the old doctrine of natural right/'1

In other words the Aristotelean doctrine of the State
must be tempered with the root idea of Protestantism.
But how in practice are Greek and Protestant ideas to be
reconciled ? Who is to define the proper sphere of religion ?
The problem was one which Treitschke had encountered in
practical politics. He himself had written in defence of the
May Laws, by which Bismarck regulated the education of
Roman Catholic priests, and deprived them of the powei^
to inspect elementary schools. But Treitschke's solution
of the problem is superficial and contains a glaring
inconsistency. He proposes to define religion in the
Protestant sense, as a personal relation of the soul with
God. He admits that to most minds religion means
membership of an organised Church, founded upon prin-
ciples radically different from those of the State. He
sees the impossibility of a complete and lasting concord
between Church and State. He agrees that both are vitally
interested in such questions as the law of marriage and
the national system of education. None the less he contends
that the Church is bound to obey unreservedly the laws
which the State sees fit to make. Further, he is of opinion
that, while the State may tolerate such religious differences
as those which separate one Christian confession from
another, the unity of the State is impossible when its sub-
jects are divided between radically different religions. Spain
could not have remained a single state if Moors and Christians
had lived side by side all over the peninsula. The State is
purely secular; but it has the right to enforce a certain
measure of religious unity.

1 Politik, L pp. 1-3.